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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/12/2010 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 10-13, 16-20, and 23-27 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Examiner Notes 

Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the references as applied 
to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations 
within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the applicant fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well 
as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 10-28, and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
inventions directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on Supreme Court precedent 
and recent Federal Circuit decisions, a 35 U.S.C § 101 process must (1) be tied to a 
particular machine or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or 
materials) to a different state or thing. In re Bilski et al, 88 USPQ 2d 1385 CAFC 
(2008); Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 
n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 
780,787-88 (1876). 

Here, applicant's method is not tied to a particular machine and does not perform 
a transformation. Thus, the claim is non-statutory. 

Claims 11-15 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as non-statutory for at 
least the reason stated above. Claims 1 1-15 are dependent on claim 10; however, they 
do not add any feature or subject matter that would solve any of the non-statutory 
deficiencies of claim 10. 

Claims 16-28 and 31 are rejected for the same rationale as claims 10-15, and 30 

above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4-5, 10-13, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rix et al (US 6,385,31 7-hereinafter Rix), and further in 
view of Creighton et al (US 2002/0032665-hereinafter Creighton). 

Regarding claim 1 , Rix discloses a device, located at a remote site in 
communication with a network having at least one server and a content requester, 
comprising: 

processor in communication with a memory, said processor operable to execute 
code for {Fig. 1, elements 5, 10 and 11; Column 2, lines 16-19 ): 

receiving a first information item comprising an access code and a content key 
scrambled using a key known by said device {Column 2, lines 33-59) said access code 
generated by said at least one server in response to a request for a second information 
item by the content requester {column 2, lines 22-29, 52-54 ); 

descrambling said first information using the key known by said device (column 
2, lines 56-59 ); 

transmitting said access code to the server hosting said second information item 
(Column 2, lines 59-column 3, line 3). 
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receiving said second information item scrambled using said content key after 
said server hosting the second information item verifies said access code (Column 2, 
line 62-column 3, line 7). 

Rix does not explicitly disclose said access code is transmitted to a different 
server other than the at least one server. 

However, Crelghton discloses digital certificate (access code) issued by the 
certification authority (the at least one server) to the business partner is transmitted to 
the limited access website of the business owner (different server) for verification before 
access to sensitive information is granted {[0012][0046]-[0047]). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the structure of Crelghton into the device of Rix to 
provide for an effective and efficient system of distributing tasks {[0007J) . 

(Please also see, MPEP 2144.04(V)(C) Making Separable. In re Dulberg, 289 
F.2d 522, 523, 129 USPQ 348, 349 (CCPA 1961) (The claimed structure, a lipstick 
holder with a removable cap, was fully met by the prior art except that in the prior art the 
cap is "press fitted" and therefore not manually removable. The court held that "if it were 
considered desirable for any reason to obtain access to the end of [the prior art's] holder 
to which the cap is applied, it would be obvious to make the cap removable for that 
purpose. 

Regarding claim 2, Rix also discloses said processor is further operable to 
execute code for: 
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Descrambling said second information item using said content key {Column 2, 
lines 64-column 3, line 7) 

Regarding claim 4, Creighton also discloses transmitting said access code in 

unencrypted form, said transmitting being selected from the group consisting of : 
automatically, at a predetermined time, at a predetermined time offset, responsive to a 
manual input {[0012][0035]-[0036]0047]). 

Regarding claim 5, Rix also discloses the device as recited in claim 1 , wherein 
said content key is selected from the group consisting of: a public key, a shared key 
{Column 3, lines 4-15). 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 1 above. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 3 above. 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 5 above. 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 29, Rix also discloses the transmitting step is performed after a 
predetermined time from when an initial request for said second information item is sent 
to said at least one server {Column 2, lines 52-59). 

Claim 30 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 29 above. 
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Claims 16-20, 23-27, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rix and further in view of Taki (US Patent 7,392, 393-hereinafter 
Taki). 

Regarding claim 16, Rix discloses a method for transferring secure content over 
a network comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request for content at a first server over a first networl< from a file 
requesting device {Column 2, lines 20-29,52-67) 

generating a first information containing an access code and a content key at 
said first server in response to said request for content by said file requesting device 
{Column 2, lines 52-54) 

transferring said first information item to said designated remote site having said 
file receiving device {Column 2, lines 56-59), wherein said access code and said 
content key are scrambled using an encryption key {Column 2, lines 54-56) 

receiving said access code from said designated remote site having said file 
receiving device {Column 2, lines 59-62) 

transferring secure content over a network after verification of said access code, 
wherein said secure content is encrypted using said content key {Column 2, lines 65- 
column 3, line 15) 

Rix does not explicitly disclose receiving a request for content at a first server 
over a first network from a file requesting device, said request including an encryption 
key known to a designated remote site, and transferring content over a second network. 
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However, Taki discloses receiving a request for content at a content distribution 
server over a first networl< from a mobile information terminal, said request including a 
public key of the home PC {Figs. 2 and 3; column 12, lines 23-31), and transferring 
content over to the home PC which corresponds to the recited second network {Figure 
3; column 8, lines 51-56) 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the features disclosed by Taki into the device of Rix to 
allow users using a mobile terminal having small memory issue a request for a content 
to be downloaded at a different user's device {column 2, lines 7-26) . 

(Please also see, MPEP 2144.04(V)(C) Making Separable. In re Dulberg, 289 
F.2d 522, 523, 129 USPQ 348, 349 (CCPA 1961) (The claimed structure, a lipstick 
holder with a removable cap, was fully met by the prior art except that in the prior art the 
cap is "press fitted" and therefore not manually removable. The court held that "if it were 
considered desirable for any reason to obtain access to the end of [the prior art's] holder 
to which the cap is applied, it would be obvious to make the cap removable for that 
purpose. 

Regarding claim 17, Taki also discloses wherein said first network and said 
second network are the same network (Figure 1). 



Regarding claim 18, Taki also discloses the method as recited in claim 16, 
wherein a file requesting device is selected from the group consisting of: personal digital 
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assistant, cellular telephone, notebook computer and personal computer. (Figures 2 and 
3, mobile information temiinal) 

Regarding claim 19, Taki also discloses a file receiving device is selected from 

the group consisting of: personal digital assistant, cellular telephone, notebook 
computer and personal computer (Ta/c/ Fig. 1, element 120; Col 8, lines 51-63, home 
PC which corresponds to personal computer). 

Regarding claim 20, Taki also discloses a first network is a wireless network 
{Taki Fig. 1, elements 130 & 150, wherein the mobile information terminal is in 
communication with the content distribution server via wireless connection, thus implies 
that the network is wireless) 

Regarding claim 23, Rix also discloses transferring over a network said secure 
content after verification of said access code, wherein said secure content is scrambled 
using said content key {Column 2, lines 59-column 3, line 15). 

Regarding claim 24, Rix also discloses the step of transferring said access code 
and said content key is over said first network {Fig. 2; Column 2, lines 52-59) 
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Regarding claim 25, Rix and Taki disclose the step of transferring said access 
code and said content key is over a second network {Rix-Column 2, lines 54-59; 
Creighton- [0012][0035]-[0036]). 

Claim 26 Taki also discloses said second network is a high-speed network {Fig. 
1, wherein liome PC communicates witti content distribution server) . 

Regarding claim 27, Rix and Taki also discloses said second network is a 
content delivery network (Rix-column 2, line 64-column 3, line 3; Taki-Figure 3, column 
8, lines 51-56). 

Claim 31 is rejected for the same rationale as claims 29 and 30 above. 

Claims 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rix, Creighton, and further in view of Ohmori (US 2004/0049464-hereinafter 
Ohmori). 

Rix and Creighton do not disclose said first information item includes a use-limit 
indication. 

However, Ohmori discloses a use-limit indication ([0025]) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Ohmori into the device of Rix and 
Creighton to effectively limiting user's use of work stored in storage mediums ([0010]) 
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Regarding claim 6, Hori also discloses use-limit indication is selected from the 
group consisting of: number uses, time-period ([0089], wherein time period allowed for 
reproduction is restricted). 

Claims 7-9, and 14- 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rix ,Creighton, and further in view of WlPO (WO 02/32026 A1, 
hereinafter Henrick). 

Regarding claim 7, Rix and Creighton do not disclose wherein said first 
information item further includes a content location. 

However, Henrick discloses content location (e.g: Page 8, lines 4-5, wherein the 
location of the content is transmitted to the PC). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Henrick into the system of Taki in view of 
Hori because it would provide for the user to quickly know the destination of the content. 

Regarding claim 8, Henrick also discloses transmitting content location (e.g: 
Page 8, lines 4-5, wherein the location of the content is transmitted to the PC, therefore, 
it's implied that a processor is operable to execute code for transmitting content 
location). 

Regarding claim 9, Henrick also discloses transmitting content location to PC 
(e.g: Page 8, lines 4-5, wherein the location of the content is sent to the PC, which 
implies that the location of content is already known). 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 7 above. 
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Claim 15 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 9 above. 

Claims 21 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rix ,Taki, and further in view of WlPO (WO 02/32026 A1, hereinafter Henrick). 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 7 above. 
Claim 28 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 9 above. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rix, 
Taki and further in view of Kuriya et al (US 2001/0056404 A1, hereinafter Kuriya). 

Regarding claim 22, Rix and Creighton do not disclose the step of transmitting 
said content to at least one other server in communication with said first server. 

However, Kuriya discloses the step of transmitting said content to at least one 
other server in communication with said server {Fig. 10, elements S1303 and S1205, 
wherein content is transmitted from sliop server to manager server) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Kuriya into the system of Rix and 
Creighton because it would provide for the most effective way of managing content 
distribution, by cross checking with each other to make sure information received is 
correct before a request is processed ([0213-0215]). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to PHY ANH VU whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
7317. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thr 7:30-5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/PHY ANH VU/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2437 



/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2437 



